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Title  42 — Public  Health 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA¬ 
TION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  101— PROFESSIONAL  STANDARDS 
REVIEW 

Designation  of  Professional  Standards 
Review  Areas 

On  December  20,  1973,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
34944-34951)  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  implementing  the  provisions  of 
section  1152  (a)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  as  added  by  section  249F  of  the  So¬ 
cial  Security  Amendments  of  1972  (86 
Stat.  1429-1430;  (42  U.S.C.  1320C-l<a> ) ) , 
with  respect  to  the  establishment 
throughout  the  United  States  of  ap¬ 
propriate  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas.  The  notice  proposed 
that  a  new  Part  101,  entitled  “Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review,”  be  added  to 
Title  42,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
and  that  Subpart  A.  entitled  “Area  Des¬ 
ignation,”  be  established  therein.  Inter¬ 
ested  individuals  and  organizations  were 
given  until  January  21,  1974  to  submit 
comments  and  suggestions  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations.  Subsequently  the  30- 
day  comment  period  was  extended  to 
February  5,  1974  (39  FR  2384).  Com¬ 
ments  and  suggestions  received  with  re¬ 
gard  to  this  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing,  the  responses  thereto,  and  changes 
in  the  proposed  areas  are  summarized 
below. 

General  Discussion 

The  vast  majority  of  comments  were 
received  from  organizations  and  indi¬ 
viduals  in  States  in  which  multiple  areas 
were  proposed,  suggesting  their  State  be 
designated  as  a  single  area. 

The  Department's  guidelines  for  the 
designation  of  areas,  which  are  set  out 
in  §  101.2  of  the  regulations,  were  widely 
distributed,  and  public  discussions  of  this 
material  were  held  in  the  various  regions 
of  this  Department.  These  guidelines, 
which  were  derived  from  the  statutory 
language  and  the  related  legislative  his¬ 
tory,  and  a  brief  summary  of  their  un¬ 
derlying  premises,  are: 

1.  Generally,  an  area  should  not  cross 
State  lines.  The  basis  for  this  guideline 
is  the  provision  of  the  law  relating  to  the 
creation  of  Statewide  Councils  and  the 
several  references  in  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  Report  to  areas  established  on  a 
multi-county  or  State  basis.  In  addition, 
the  Medicaid  program  is  organized  on  a 
State-by-State  basis. 

2.  In  general,  an  area  should  not  di¬ 
vide  a  county.  Considerations  of  admin¬ 
istrative  practicability  serve  as  the  basis 
for  this  guideline.  However,  in  instances 
of  large  geographic  areas  or  large  county 
populations,  it  may  be  necessary  and 
appropriate  to  divide  a  county. 

3.  Existing  boundaries  of  local  medical 
review  organizations  and  local  health 
planning  areas  should  be  considered. 
Since  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  Re¬ 
port  recognizes  the  existence  of  local 
professional  medical  review  organiza¬ 
tions,  the  current  boundaries  of  these  or- 
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ganizations  should  be  considered.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  established  health  planning  areas 
need  to  be  considered  as  possible 
precedents. 

4.  An  area  should,  to  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  coincide  with  a  medical  service  area 
and  assure  broad,  diverse  representation 
of  all  medical  specialties.  The  PSRO  area 
should  be  drawn  to  include,  to  the  extent 
possible,  the  existing  medical  service  or 
medical  trade  areas.  Consideration 
should  also  be  given  to  existing  medical 
centers  and  to  natural  geographic  bar¬ 
riers.  In  addition,  effective  peer  review 
is  attainable  only  if  the  review  body  has 
available  to  it  the  necessary  range  of 
professional  expertise. 

5.  An  area  should  generally  include  a 
minimum  of  approximately  300  practic¬ 
ing  physicians.  While  the  maximum  can 
be  expected  to  vary  with  local  circum¬ 
stances.  generally,  it  should  not  exceed 
2,500  practicing  physicians.  The  purpose 
of  an  approximate  limitation  on  the 
maximum  size  of  an  area's  physician 
population  is  to  emphasize  the  statutory 
concepts  of  local  peer  review  responsi¬ 
bility  and  the  active  participation  of 
local  practicing  physicians  in  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  PSRO. 

6.  The  designation  of  an  area  should 
take  into  account  the  need  for  effective 
coordination  with  Medicare/Medicaid 
fiscal  agents.  This  principle  is  stated  in 
the  statute  and  the  Senate  Finance  Com¬ 
mittee  Report.  Since  the  PSRO  is  in¬ 
volved  in  the  Medicare  and  Medicaid 
programs,  it  will  have  a  significant  effect 
on  the  claims  process. 

The  proposals  for  the  designation  of 
various  States  as  single  areas  were,  ex¬ 
cept  with  respect  to  Georgia  and  Wash¬ 
ington  (see  items  4  and  19  below), 
inconsistent  with  the  guidelines  dis¬ 
cussed  herein,  and,  accordingly,  were 
rejected. 

The  designation  of  multiple  areas  in 
various  large  heavily  populated  States 
has,  however,  caused  concern  that  State¬ 
wide  organizations  would  be  precluded 
from  participation  in  the  PSRO  program. 
Such  designations  are  not  intended  to 
exclude  experienced  State  organizations. 

As  indicated  in  the  December  20,  1973, 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  arrange¬ 
ments  of  this  sort  have  always  been  con¬ 
templated  as  fully  consistent  with  the 
Department’s  policy  that  such  arrange¬ 
ments  (1)  assure  appropriate  local  au¬ 
tonomy  and  responsibility  and  (2> 
provide  opportunities  for  existing  State¬ 
wide  organizations  to  make  available 
their  experience,  knowledge,  and  ca¬ 
pacity  to  the  local  organizations  in  the 
State. 

Such  organizations,  serving  as  State¬ 
wide  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  Support  Centers,  could 
provide  substantial  support,  guidance 
and  aid  to  the  local  organizations  within 
the  State  on  a  variety  of  professional, 
administrative  and  technical  matters. 
This  kind  of  assistance  would,  moreover, 
expedite  organizational  development  of 
local  PSROs  through  the  introduction  of 
common  services. 

Thus,  in  accordance  with  the  legisla¬ 
tive  directives  to  the  Secretary  to  pro¬ 


vide  for  all  necessary  assistance  in  the 
establishment  of  local  PSROs  under  sec¬ 
tions  1156(a),  1163(c),  and  1169  of  Pub. 
L.  92-603,  financial  support  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  establishment  of  Statewide 
PSRO  Support  Centers  to  assist  in  the 
creation  and  operation  of  local  PSROs, 
under  appropriate  arrangements. 

Within  the  framework  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  policies  and  guidelines,  a  Support 
Center  could  carry  out  a  number  of 
functions  such  as  general  assistance  and 
support  to  physicians  in  organizing  to 
apply  for  planning  funds.  Other  key 
duties  could  include  assistance  to  local 
PSROs,  upon  request,  in  all  phases  of 
professional  and  technical  activity. 
Finally,  a  Support  Center  under  appro¬ 
priate  arrangements  could  provide  as¬ 
sistance  to  State  PSRO  Councils  in  the 
accomplishment  of  their  responsibilities 
under  the  Statute. 

Financial  support  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  to  physician  organizations  to  plan 
and  develop  PSRO's  in  the  areas  desig¬ 
nated  below.  Information  as  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  organizations  wishing  to 
apply  is  being  published  separately. 

Specific  Comments 

1.  Comments  proposed  that  Arizona 
be  designated  a  single  PSRO  area.  This 
was  rejected  because  there  are  two  local 
peer  review  organizations  operating  in 
the  proposed  areas  which  are  in  accord 
with  the  guidelines.  (§  101.5) 

2.  The  designation  of  areas  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  has  been  changed  with  respect  to 
“Area  XVIII — Los  Angeles  County”.  This 
change  was  deemed  appropriate  upon  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  following  factors 
based  on  additional  information  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  comments:  size  of  the 
area  and  geographical  configuration; 
number  of  physicians:  location  of  maior 
health  care  facilities,  including  teaching 
hospitals  and  clinics:  and  the  existing 
patterns  of  patient  referral.  This  change 
is  consistent  with  the  guidelines.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  28  PSRO  areas  are  designated 
in  California  with  the  addition  of  PSRO 
Areas  XVIII  through  XXV  covering  Los 
Angeles  County.  (§  101.7) 

3.  Comments  suggested  that  the  eight 
proposed  areas  in  Florida  were  not  con¬ 
sistent  with  medical  practice  patterns 
and  that  they  be  replaced  by  12  areas  to 
be  consistent  with  such  patterns.  After 
reviewing  the  12  suggested  areas  and 
additional  information,  it  was  concluded 
that  such  areas  are  consistent  with 
medical  practice  patterns  and  the  guide¬ 
lines  for  designation  of  areas.  Therefore, 
the  designations  are  revised  accordingly. 
All  areas,  except  for  Areas  I  and  XII,  are 
revisions  of  the  proposed  areas. 
(§  101.12) 

4.  Proposals  were  received  suggesting 
that  Georgia  be  designated  a  single 
PSRO  area.  After  consideration  of  the 
comments  and  additional  information, 
it  was  concluded  that  since  the  Atlanta 
area  is  the  locus  of  specialty  and  sub¬ 
specialty  care  for  the  entire  State  and  a 
Statewide  continuing  medical  education 
program  influences  patterns  of  care 
throughout  the  State  of  Georgia,  the 
designation  of  a  single  PSRO  area  for  the 
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State  was  considered  to  comply  with  the 
guidelines.  It  is  also  noted  that  peer  re¬ 
view  is  presently  being  carried  out  on  a 
Statewide  basis. 

5.  The  areas  of  Guam,  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  Hawaii,  and 
America  Samoa,  have  been  combined 
into  a  single  area.  This  change  was  made 
upon  reconsideration  of  the  conditions  in 
this  area  in  light  of  additional  informa¬ 
tion  made  available  since  the  preliminary 
designation.  In  accordance  with  the 
guidelines,  the  factors  considered  were 
the  number  of  physicians  and  facilities 
in  Guam,  American  Samoa  and  the  Trust 
Territory,  distribution  of  medical  spe¬ 
cialties  and  the  pattern  of  medical  prac¬ 
tice.  (§  101.15) 

6.  Comments  were  received  recom¬ 
mending  that  Illinois  be  redesignated  as 
a  single  Statewide  PSRO  area.  Such  a 
designation,  however,  would  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  guidelines.  It  was  also 
recommended  that  Area  II,  as  proposed 
in  §  101.17,  be  divided  into  two  PSRO 
areas.  Such  a  division  would  allow  the 
Quad  River  Foundation  for  Medical  Care, 
now  operating  in  Kendall,  Will,  Grundy, 
and  Kankakee  Counties,  to  continue 
operations  and  would  be  consistent  with 
the  guidelines.  Accordingly,  Kendall, 
Will,  Grundy,  and  Kankakee  Counties 
are  designated  as  a  separate  PSRO  area. 
(§  101.17) 

7.  Recommendations  for  a  single  State¬ 
wide  PSRO  area  in  Indiana  were  re¬ 
ceived.  Such  a  designation,  however, 
would  clearly  be  inconsistent  with  the 
guidelines.  Recommendations  for  the 
recognition  of  the  current  local  medical 
service  areas  were  also  received.  A  care¬ 
ful  analysis  of  these  recommendations 
indicates  that  two  of  the  proposed  PSRO 
areas  should  be  divided,  resulting  in  a 
total  of  seven.  Such  a  division  complies 
with  the  guidelines.  Areas  IV,  V,  VI,  and 
VII  are  revisions  of  the  proposed  areas. 
(§  101.78) 

8.  During  the  comment  period,  a  num¬ 
ber  of  objections  were  received  to  the 
combination  of  the  nine  Maryland  coun¬ 
ties  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  with  the 
four  counties  west  of  the  Bay  into  a  sin¬ 
gle  proposed  PSRO  Area  V  and  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  the  four  Baltimore  counties  into 
a  single  proposed  Area  I.  Upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  above  objections  and  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  additional  Information,  bound¬ 
aries  were  adjusted  and  two  new  PSRO 
areas  are  designated  to  bring  the  total 
number  of  PSRO  areas  in  Maryland  to 
seven.  Areas  I,  V,  VI,  and  VII  are  revi¬ 
sions  of  the  proposed  areas.  These  ad¬ 
justments  satisfy  the  objections  and  are 
in  accord  with  the  guidelines.  (§  101.24) 

9.  With  respect  to  Massachusetts,  com¬ 
ments  were  received  that  recommended 
PSRO  areas  should  conform  to  the  sub¬ 
state  planning  boundaries.  Taking  the 
comments  and  additional  information 
into  consideration,  areas  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  were  revised  to  more  adequately 
reflect  patterns  of  practice,  and  boun¬ 
daries  of  local  medical  review  or¬ 
ganizations.  Slight  revisions  were 
made  in  all  proposed  areas  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  proposed  Area  III.  (§  101.25) 


10.  Several  changes  were  recommended 
for  Michigan  to  recognize  medical  service 
areas,  the  medical  homogeneity  of  coun¬ 
ties,  and  to  make  the  PSRO  areas  more 
consistent  with  medical  referral  patterns. 
The  recommended  modifications  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  guidelines.  The  eight 
PSRO  areas  as  shown  in  §  101.26  are 
changed  to  ten  as  a  result  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  modifications.  All  of  the  ten 
areas  with  the  exception  of  Areas  I,  V, 
and  VIII  are  revisions  of  the  proposed 
areas.  (§  101.26) 

11.  Comments  received  proposed  a  sin¬ 
gle  Statewide  PSRO  area  for  Minnesota. 
Such  a  designation,  however,  is  clearly 
inconsistent  with  the  guidelines.  It  was 
also  proposed  that  several  counties  be 
moved  from  proposed  Area  III  to  pro¬ 
posed  Area  I  which  would  result  in  the 
areas  being  more  consistent  with  health 
planning  areas  and  the  Sub-State  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Development  Areas.  The  sug¬ 
gested  change  was  made  and  it  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  guidelines.  (§  101.27) 

12.  Comments  were  received  requesting 
the  designation  of  New  Jersey  as  a  single 
PSRO  area.  This  was  rejected,  as  not 
consistent  with  guidelines  for  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  PSRO  areas.  Chilton  Hospital 
which  is  in  Morris  County,  is  included 
in  Area  II  with  Passaic  County  for  PSRO 
purposes.  This  reflects  an  existing  pat¬ 
tern  of  medical  practice.  (§  101.34) 

13.  Changes  in  the  State  of  New  York 
reflect  comments  and  information  re¬ 
ceived  about  patterns  of  medical  practice 
and  the  boundaries  of  local  medical  re¬ 
view  organizations.  A  total  of  five 
changes  were  made,  including  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  three  PSRO  areas.  Areas  n.  III, 
IV,  VI,  VH,  IX,  X,  XII,  and  XIH  are 
revisions  of  the  proposed  areas.  ( §  101.36) 

14.  It  was  suggested  that  the  four  pro¬ 
posed  areas  in  North  Carolina  were  not 
consistent  with  medical  practice  patterns 
and  that  they  be  replaced  by  eight  areas. 
After  reviewing  the  eight  suggested  areas 
and  taking  into  consideration  additional 
information  received,  it  was  concluded 
that  they  are  consistent  with  medical 
practice  and  with  the  guidelines  for  des¬ 
ignation  of  areas.  Therefore,  the  sug¬ 
gested  eight  areas  are  designated  as  the 
PSRO  areas  for  North  Carolina.  All  eight 
areas  are  revisions  of  the  proposed  areas. 
(§  101.37) 

15.  Proposals  to  designate  Ohio  as  a 
single  area  were  rejected  because  such 
a  designation  would  not  satisfy  the 
guidelines.  The  proposed  PSRO  areas 
were,  however,  revised  to  coincide  with 
current  review  districts.  As  a  result  of 
the  realignment,  three  new  areas  are 
added.  Areas  IV,  V,  IX,  X,  and  XI  are  re¬ 
visions  of  the  proposed  areas.  (§  101.39) 

16.  Several  comments  were  received 
suggesting  that  Tennessee  be  designated 
a  single  area  or  that  Shelby  County  be 
designated  as  one  area  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  State  be  designated  as  the 
other  area.  These  suggested  changes 
were  not  made,  because  they  do  not  re¬ 
flect  medical  practice  patterns  and  are 
otherwise  inconsistent  with  the  guide¬ 
lines.  It  was  decided  to  designate  Shelby 
County  and  11  surrounding  counties  as 
one  area  and  the  remainder  of  the  State 


as  the  other  area.  This  is  consistent  with 
medical  practice  patterns  and  the  guide¬ 
lines.  (§  101.47) 

17.  Comments  were  received  recom¬ 
mending  that  Texas  be  redesignated  a 
single  Statewide  PSRO  area.  Such  a 
designation,  however,  would  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  guidelines.  Comments 
were  also  received  recommending 
changes  in  the  local  areas.  Accordingly, 
proposed  Areas  II,  III,  VI,  and  VII  have 
been  altered  slightly  to  reflect  greater 
compatibility  with  State  Planning  Dis¬ 
tricts;  and,  in  proposed  Area  VII,  with 
a  medical  planning  area.  Additionally, 
the  large  geographic  area  encompassing 
proposed  Areas  V  and  VIII  has  been 
divided  into  three  PSRO  areas,  thereby 
creating  a  ninth  PSRO  area.  (§  101.48) 

18.  Comments  were  received  suggest¬ 
ing  that  Virginia  be  designated  a  single 
PSRO  area.  The  suggested  change  was 
not  made,  because  it  does  not  reflect 
medical  practice  patterns  and  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  guidelines.  (§101.52) 

19.  Proposals  were  received  suggesting 
that  the  State  of  Washington  be  desig¬ 
nated  a  single  PSRO  area.  This  change 
was  made  because  additional  information 
indicated  that  the  Seattle-Tacoma- 
Bremerton  area  is  the  locus  of  specialty 
and  subspecialty  care  for  the  entire  State 
and  a  Statewide  continuing  medical  edu¬ 
cation  program  influences  patterns  of 
care  throughout  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton.  It  is  also  noted  that  peer  review  is 
presently  being  carried  on  a  Statewide 
basis.  (§  101.53) 

20.  Based  on  analysis  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived,  most  of  which  recommended  a 
single  Statewide  PSRO  area,  it  was  con¬ 
cluded  that  a  two-area  designation 
would  be  appropriate  for  Wisconsin.  This 
designation  allows  the  current  medical 
care  foundations  to  continue  their  activ¬ 
ities  and  also  preserves  the  integrity  of 
the  two  historic  medical  service  areas  in 
the  State.  (§101.55) 

21.  In  addition  a  number  of  minor  edi¬ 
torial  changes  were  made,  and  a  num¬ 
ber  of  typographical  errors  were  cor¬ 
rected.  Accordingly,  the  regulations  as 
set  out  below  are  hereby  adopted. 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  are 
effective  on  March  18,  1974. 

Dated:  February  27,  1974. 

Charles  C.  Edwards, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Approved:  March  8,  1974. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary. 

PART  101— PROFESSIONAL  STANDARDS 
REVIEW 

Subpart  A — Area  Designations 


Sec. 

101.1 

Definitions. 

101.2 

Guidelines  for  designation  of  areas. 

101.3 

Alabama. 

101.4 

Alaska. 

101.5 

Arizona. 

101.6 

Arkansas. 

101.7 

California. 

101.8 

Colorado. 

101.9 

Connecticut. 

101.10 

Delaware. 

101.11 

District  of  Columbia. 

101.12 

Florida. 
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101.13  Georgia. 

101  14  [Reserved] 

101  15  Hawaii,  Guam,  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands,  and  Ameri¬ 
can  Samoa. 

101  16  Idaho. 

101  17  Illinois. 

101  18  Indiana. 

101.19  Iowa. 

101.20  Kansas. 

101.21  Kentucky. 

10122  Louisiana. 

101.23  Maine. 

101.24  Maryland. 

101.25  Massachusetts. 

101.26  Michigan. 

101.27  Minnesota. 

101.28  Mississippi. 

101.29  Missouri. 

101.30  Montana. 

101.31  Nebraska. 

101.32  Nevada. 

101.33  New  Hampshire. 

101.34  New  Jersey. 

101.35  New  Mexico. 

101.36  New  York. 

101.37  North  Carolina. 

101.38  North  Dakota. 

101.39  Ohio. 

101.40  Oklahoma. 

10141  Oregon. 

101.42  Pennsylvania. 

101.43  Puerto  Rico. 

101 .44  Rhode  Island. 

101.45  South  Carolina. 

101.46  South  Dakota. 

101.47  Tennessee. 

10148  Texas. 

101.49  Utah. 

101  50  Vermont. 

101.51  Virgin  Islands. 

101.52  Virginia. 

101.53  Washington. 

101.54  West  Virginia. 

101.55  Wisconsin. 

101.56  Wyoming. 

Authority:  Title  XI.  Part  B.  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Act;  42  U.S.C.  1320c— 1320C-20. 

§  1 01.1  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part : 

<a>  ‘  Act”  means  the  Social  Security 
Act.  as  amended.  (42  U.S.  Chap.  7). 

<b>  "Area”  means  the  geographical 
area  within  the  boundaries  of  a  State  or 
within  the  boundaries  of  one  or  more 
counties  or  other  political  subdivisions  in 
a  State  designated  as  constituting  an 
area  with  respect  to  which  a  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization  may  be 
designated,  pursuant  to  section  1152(a' 
of  the  Act. 

(c>  “PSRO”  means  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization. 

<d>  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  to  whom  the  authority  involved 
may  be  delegated. 

<  e »  “State”  means  a  State,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  Guam, 
American  Samoa  and  the  Trust  Terri¬ 
tory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

<  f  *  “Physician”  means  a  licensed  doc¬ 
tor  of  medicine  or  osteopathy. 

§  101.2  Guidelines  for  designation  of 
areas. 

The  Secretary  will  designate  appropri¬ 
ate  areas  with  respect  to  which  Profes¬ 


sional  Standards  Review  Organizations 
may  be  designated,  and  from  time  to 
time  revise  such  area  designations,  as 
may,  in  his  judgment  be  necessary,  tak¬ 
ing  the  following  guidelines  into  con¬ 
sideration  : 

(a)  Generally,  an  area  should  not 
cross  State  lines. 

(b)  In  general,  an  area  should  not 
divide  a  county.  However,  in  instances  of 
large  geographic  areas  or  large  county 
populations,  it  may  be  necessary  and  ap¬ 
propriate  to  divide  a  county. 

(c)  Existing  boundaries  of  local  medi¬ 
cal  review  organizations  and  local  health 
planning  areas  should  be  considered. 

(d>  An  area  should,  to  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  coincide  with  a  medical  service  area 
and  assure  broad,  diverse  representation 
of  all  medical  specialties.  Consideration 
should  also  be  given  to  the  location  of 
existing  medical  centers  and  to  natural 
geographic  barriers. 

(e)  An  area  should  generally  include  a 
minimum  of  approximately  300  practic¬ 
ing  physicians.  While  the  maximum  can 
be  expected  to  vary  with  local  circum¬ 
stances,  generally  it  should  not  exceed 
2500  practicing  physicians. 

(f)  The  designation  of  an  area  should 
take  into  account  the  need  for  effective 
coordination  with  Medicare  and  Medic¬ 
aid  fiscal  agents. 

§  101.3  Alabama. 

The  State  of  Alabama  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§101.4  Alaska. 

The  State  of  Alaska  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.5  Arizona. 

Two  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Arizona,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Mohave 
Coconino 
Navajo 
Apache 


Yuma 
Pinal 
Graham 
Greenlee 

§  101.6  Arkansas. 


Area  I 

Yavapai 

Maricopa 

Gila 

Area  □ 

Pima 

Santa  Cruz 
Cochise 


Area  II 


Siskiyou 

Glenn 

Modoc 

Butte 

Trinity 

Colusa 

Shasta 

Sutter 

Lassen 

Yuba 

Tehama 

Sierra 

Plumas 

Area  III 

Napa 

Marin 

Solano 

Area  IV 

Nevada 

Sacramento 

Placer 

•  El  Dorado 

Yolo 

Area  V 

San  Francisco 

Area  VI 

San  Mateo 

AftEA  VII 

Contra  Costa 

Alameda 

Area  VHI 

San  Joaquin 

Calaveras 

Amador 

Alpine 

Tuolumne 

Area  IX 

Santa  Clara 

Area  X 

Stanislaus 

Merced 

Mariposa 

Area  XI 

Fresno 

Madera 

Area  XII 

Santa  Cruz 
Monterey 

San  Benito 

Area  XIII 

Kings 

Tulare 

Area  XIV 

Kern 

Area  XV 

Mono 

San  Bernardino 

Inyo 

Area  XVI 

San  Luis  Obispo 

Santa  Barbara 

Area  XVII 

Ventura 

Area  XVIII 

Altadena 

Tujunga 

La  Vina 

Verdugo  City 

Pasadena 

Alhambra 

San  Marino 

El  Monte 

South  Pasadena 

Garvey 

Eagle  Rock 

Monterey  Park 

Glendale 

Rosemead 

La  Canada 

San  Gabriel 

La  Crescenta 

South  San  Gabriel 

Montrose 

Temple  City 

Sunland 

Wilmar 

The  State  of  Arkansas  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.7  California. 

Twenty-eight  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  areas  are  desig¬ 
nated  in  California,  composed  of  the 
following  counties  with  the  exception  of 
Areas  XVIII  through  XXV  which  are 
composed  of  cities  and  parts  of  Los 
Angeles  denoted  by  postal  zone : 

Area  I 

Del  Norte  Lake 

Humboldt  Sonoma 

Mendocino 


Area  XIX 


Avalon 
Dominguez 
Hawaiian  Gardens 
Lakewood 
Long  Beach 
Los  Alamitos 
Terminal  Island 


Wilmington 
Harbor  City 
Palos  Verdes  Estates 
Palos  Verdes 
Peninsula 
San  Pedro 


Agoura 
Calabasas 
Canoga  Park 
Chatsworth 
Encino 
Granda  Hills 
Hidden  Hills 
Newhall 


Area  XX 

Northridge 

Reseda 

Saugus 

Sherman  Oaks 
Tarzana 
Van  Nuys 
Woodland  Hills 
Lancaster 
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Area  XX — Continued 


Area  XXVI 


Area  VIII 


Littlerock 

Pacoima 

Palmdale 

Panorama  City 

Pearblossom 

San  Fernando 

Quartz  Hill 

Sepulveda 

Burbank 

Studio  City 

Mission  Hills 

Sun  Valley 

North  Hollywood 

Sylmar 

Olive  View 

Toluca  Lake 

Area 

XXI 

Commerce 

Duarte 

Hacienda  Heights 

Glendora 

La  Mirada 

La  Puente 

East  Los  Angeles 

Monrovia 

Los  Nietos 

Rowland  Heights 

Montebello 

Sierra  Madre 

Norwalk 

Temple  City 

Pico  Rivera 

Valinda 

Santa  Fe  Springs 

West  Covina 

Whittier 

Claremont 

Arcadia 

La  Verne 

Azusa 

Pomona 

Baldwin  Park 

San  Dimas 

Covina 

Walnut 

Area 

XXII 

Culver  City 

Venice 

Malibu 

Westwood 

Marina  del  Rey 

Los  Angeles 

Mar  Vista 

Postal  Zones : 

Ocean  Park 

90034 

Pacific  Palsades 

90049 

Palms 

90064 

Playa  del  Rey 

90066 

Santa  Monica 

Sawtelle 

90073 

Area  XXXIII 

Gardena 

Torrance 

Hermosa  Beach 

Artesia 

Lomita 

Bell 

Manhattan  Beach 

Bellflower 

Palos  Verdes 

Bell  Gardens 

Redondo  Beach 

Willowbrook 

Compton 

El  Segundo 

Downey 

Hawthorne 

Home  Gardens 

Inglewood 

Huntington  Park 

Lawndale 

Lynwood 

Lennox 

Maywood 

Los  Angeles 

Paramount 

Postal  Zones: 

South  Gate 

90009 

Rolling  Hills 

90045 

Area 

XXIV 

Los  Angeles  Postal  Zones : 

90006 

90003 

90026 

90008 

20057 

90011 

90012 

90037 

90015 

90043 

90017 

90044 

90013 

90047 

90014 

90056 

90021 

90059 

90023 

90061 

90031 

90062 

90032 

90004 

90033 

90005 

90039 

90007 

90042 

90010 

90053 

90016 

90054 

90018 

90055 

90019 

90058 

90020 

90063 

90035 

90001 

90051 

90002 

90065 

Area  XXV 

Beverly  Hills  Los  Angeles  Postal  Zones: 


90027 

90046 

90028 

90048 

90029 

90068 

90036 

90069 

90038 

Orange 


Volusia 


Brevard 


Area  XXVII 

Riverside  — . 

Area  XXVIII 

San  Diego  Imperial 


•  Manatee 
Sarasota 
De  Soto 


Area  IX 

Charlotte 

Glades 

Lee 

Area  X 


§  101.8  Colorado. 

The  State  of  Colorado  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 


Indian  River 
Okeechobee 
St.  Lucie 


Martin 
Palm  Beach 
Hendry 

Area  XI 


§  101.9  Connecticut. 

Four  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Connecticut,  composed  of  the  following 
counties: 

Area  I 

Fairfield 

Area  n 


Collier  Broward 

Area  XII 

Monroe  Dade 

§  101.13  Georgia. 

The  State  of  Georgia  is  designated 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 


Litchfield  New  Haven 

Area  III 

Hartford 

Area  IV 

Tolland  Middlesex 

Windham  New  London 

§  101.10  Delaware. 

The  State  of  Delaware  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.11  District  of  Columbia. 

The  District  of  Columbia  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  area. 


§  101.14  [Reserved] 

§  101.15  Hawaii,  Guam,  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  and 
American  Samoa. 

Hawaii,  Guam,  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands  and  American  Samoa 
are  designated  as  a  single  Professional 
Standards  Review  Organization  area. 

§  101.16  Idaho. 

The  State  of  Idaho  is  designated  as  a 
single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.17  Illinois. 


§  101.12  Florida. 

Twelve  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Florida,  composed  of  the  following  coun¬ 
ties: 


Eight  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Illinois,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Area  I 


Area  I 

Jo  Daviess 

Ogle 

Santa  Rosa 

Gadsden 

Stephenson 

De  Kalb 

Okaloosa 

Liberty 

Winnebago 

Whiteside 

Walton 

Franklin 

Boone 

Lee 

Holmes 

Leon 

Carroll 

Washington 

Jefferson 

Area  II 

Jackson 

Madison 

Bay 

Wakulla 

McHenry 

Kane 

Calhoun 

Taylor 

Lake 

Du  Page 

Gulf 

Escambia 

Area  II 

Cook 

Area  III 

Hamilton 

Lafayette 

Area  IV 

Suwannee 

Dixie 

Columbia 

Gilchrist 

Kendall 

Grundy 

Union 

Putnam 

Will 

Kankakee 

Bradford 

Citrus 

Alachua 

Hernando 

Area  V 

Levy 

Marion 

Sumter 

Area  III 

Rock  Island 
Mercer 

Henry 

Knox 

Stark 

Marshall 

Nassau 

Clay 

Bureau 

McDonough 

Baker 

St.  Johns 

Putnam 

Fulton 

Duval 

Flagler 

La  Salle 

Peoria 

Area  IV 

Henderson 

Tazewell 

Warren 

Woodford 

Pinellas 

Area  V 

Area  VI 

Pasco 

Hillsborough 

Livingston 

Macon 

Area  VI 

Ford 

Moultrie 

Polk 

Hardee 

Highlands 

Area  VII 

Iroquois 

McLean 

De  Witt 

Piatt 

Douglas 

Edgar 

Shelby 

Coles 

Lake 

Orange 

Champaign 

Cumberland 

Seminole 

Osceola 

Vermilion 

Clark 
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Area  vn 


Area  vn 


Aria  in 


Adam$ 

-  Morgan 

Schuyler 

Sangamon 

Brown 

Christian 

Cass 

Calhoun 

Mason 

Greene 

Menard 

Jersey 

Logan 

Macoupin 

Pike 

Montgomery 

Scott 

Hancock 

Area  VIII 

Madison 

Richland 

Bond 

Williamson 

Fayette 

Saline 

Effingham 

Gallatin 

Jasper 

Union 

Crawford 

Johnson 

Randolph 

Lawrence 

Perry 

Washington 

Franklin 

Jefferson 

Hamilton 

Wayne 

White 

Edwards 

Jackson 

Wabash 

Monroe 

Pope 

St.  Clair 

Hardin 

Clinton 

Alexander 

Marion 

Pulaski 

Clay 

Massac 

§  101.18 

Indiana. 

Seven  Professional  Standards  Review 

Organization  areas  are  designated  in  In¬ 
diana.  composed  of  the  following  coun- 

ties : 

Area  I 

Lake 

La  Porte 

Porter 

Area  II 

St.  Joseph 

Cass 

Elkhart 

Miami 

Newton 

Wabash 

Jasper 

Carroll 

Starke 

Warren 

Marshall 

Tippecanoe 

Kosciusko 

Clinton 

Pulaski 

Howard 

Fulton 

Tipton 

Benton 

Fountain 

White 

Montgomery 

Area  III 

Lagrange 

Allen 

Steuben 

Huntington 

Noble 

Wells 

De  Kalb 

Adams 

Whitley 

Area  IV 

Grant 

Fayette 

Blackford 

Union 

Jay 

Franklin 

Madison 

Ripley 

Delaware 

Dearborn 

Randolph 

Jefferson 

Henry 

Ohio 

Wayne 

Switzerland 

Rush 

Area  V 

Boone 

Bartholomew 

Hamilton 

Decatur 

Putnam 

Crawford 

Hendricks 

Jackson 

Marion 

Jennings 

Hancock 

Washington 

Orange 

Scott 

Morgan 

Clark 

Johnson 

Floyd 

Shelby 

Harrison 

Brown 

Area  VI 

Vermillion 

Sullivan 

Parke 

Greene 

Vigo 

Monroe 

Clay 

Owen 

Lawrence 

Knox 

Pike 

Montgomery 

Daviess 

Dubois 

Area  IV 

Martin 

Warrick 

Prince  Georges 

Posey 

Spencer 

Area  V 

Vanderburgh 

Gibson 

Perry 

Carroll 

Baltimore 

§  101.19  Iowa. 

The  State  of  Iowa 

is  designated  as  a 

Howard 

Harford 

Area  VI 

single  Professional 

Standards  Review 

Anne  Arundel 

St.  Marys 

Organization  area. 

Calvert 

Charles 

§  101.20  Kansas. 

Area 

VII 

The  State  of  Kansas  is  designated  as  a 

Cecil 

Kent 

Queen  Annes 

Dorchester 

Wicomico 

Somerset 

single  Professional 

Standards  Review 

Organization  area. 

§  101.21  Kentucky. 

Talbot 

Caroline 

Wor  Chester 

The  State  of  Kentucky  is  designated 

§  101.25  Massachusetts. 

as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 

Five  Professional 

Standards  Review 

view  Organization  area. 

Organization 

areas 

are  designated  in 

§  101.22  Ix>uisiana. 

Massachusetts,  composed  of  the  follow¬ 

Four  Professional 

Standards  Review 

ing  cities  and  townships : 

Organization  areas 

are  designated  in 

Area  I 

Louisiana,  composed 

of  the  following 

Williamstown 

parishes : 

Area 

Chester 

i 

Clarksburg 

Huntington 

North  Adams 

Westhampton 

Caddo 

Red  River 

Adams 

Northampton 

Bossier 

Natchitoches 

Monroe 

Hadley 

Webster 

Winn 

Florida 

Amherst 

Claiborne  . 

Caldwell 

Rowe 

West  Stockbridge 

Lincoln 

Franklin 

Heath 

Stockbrldge 

Union 

Tensas 

Colrain 

Lee 

Morehouse 

Sabine 

Leyden 

Becket 

West  Carroll 

Grant 

Bernardston 

Alford 

East  Carroll 

LaSalle 

Northfield 

Great  Barrington 

Bienville 

Catahoula 

Warwick 

Tryingham 

Jackson 

Concordia 

Orange 

Monterey 

Quachita 

Vernon 

Savoy 

Otis 

Richland 

Rapides 

Charlemont 

Blandford 

Madison 

Avoyelles 

Hawley 

Russell 

De  Soto 

II 

Buckland 

Montgomery 

Area 

Shelburne 

Westfield  . 

Beauregard 

Calcasieu 

Greenfield 

Southampton 

Allen 

Jefferson  Davis 

Gill 

Easthampton 

Evangeline 

Acadia 

Erving 

Holyoke 

Lafayette 

Vermilion 

Hancock 

South  Hadley 

St.  Martin 

Iberia 

New  Ashford 

Granby 

Cameron 

St.  Mary 

Cheshire 

Chicopee 

St.  Landry 

Windsor 

Ludlow 

,  Area 

III 

Plainfield 

Belchertown 

Ashfield 

Ware 

Point  Coupee 

Iberville 

Conway 

Palmer 

West  Feliciana 

West  Baton  Rouge 

Deerfield 

Warren 

East  Feliciana 

East  Baton  Rouge 

Montague 

Egremont 

St.  Helena 

Livingston 

Wendell 

Mount  Washington 

Tangipahoa 

Ascension 

New  Salem 

Sheffield 

Washington 

rv 

Lanesborough 

New  Marlborough 

Area 

Dalton 

Sandisfield 

Assumption 

Jefferson 

Hinsdale 

Tolland 

St.  James 

Orleans 

Peru 

Granville 

St.  John  the 

St.  Bernard 

Worthington 

South  wick 

Baptist 

Terrebonne 

Cummington 

West  Springfield 

St.  Tammany 

Lafourche 

Goshen 

Agawam 

St.  Charles 

Plaquemines 

Chesterfield 

Springfield 

Williamsburg 

Longmeadow 

§  101.23  Maine. 

Whately 

East  Longmeadow 

The  State  of  Maine  is  designated  as  a 
single  Professional  Standards  Review 

Hatfield 

Sunderland 

Pelham 

Wilbraham 

Hampden 

Monson 

Organization  area. 

Pittsfield 

Brimfield 

§  101.24  Maryland. 

Richmond 

Leverett 

Wales 

Holland 

Seven  Professional  Standards  Review 

Shutesburg 

Royalston 

Organization  areas 

are  designated  in 

Lenox 

Athol 

Maryland,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Washington 

Middlefield 

PhUlipston 

Petersham 

Area  I 

Area  II 

Garrett 

Allegany 

Washington 

Frederick 

Winchendon 

Ashburnham 

Templeton 

Gardner 

Area  II 

Ashby 

Westminster 

Baltimore  City 

. 

Townsend 

Fitchburg 
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Lunenburg 

Spencer 

Hubbardston 

Leicester 

Princeton 

Auburn 

Leominster 

Millbury 

Lancaster 

Grafton 

Shirley 

Upton 

Harvard 

Sturbridge 

Ayer 

Southbridge 

Barre 

Charlton 

Rutland 

Oxford 

Holden 

Dudley 

Sterling 

Webster 

West  Boylston 

Douglas 

Clinton 

Sutton 

Bolton 

Northbridge 

Berlin 

Uxbridge 

Northborough 

Mendon 

Hardwick 

Millville 

New  Braintree 

Blackstone 

Oakham 

Boylston 

Paxton 

Dunstable 

Worcester 

Pepperell 

Shrewsbury 

Groton 

Westborough 

Westford 

West  Brookfield 

Littleton 

North  Brookfield 

Medway 

Brookfield 

Bellingham 

East  Brookfield 

Franklin 

Area  in 

Hudson 

Sherborn 

Sudbury 

Marlborough 

Wayland 

Southborough 

Weston 

Framingham 

Waltham 

Ashland 

Newton 

Hopklnton 

Needham 

Holliston 

Wellesley 

Milford 

Natick 

Hopedale 

Area  IV 

Amesburg 

Burlington 

Salisbury 

Lexington 

Merrimac 

Woburn 

Haverhill 

Stoneham 

West  Newbury 

Winchester 

Newburyport 

Wakefield 

Newbury 

Melrose 

Groveland 

Malden  * 

Georgetown 

Medford 

Methuen 

Everett 

Rowley 

Chelsea 

Dracut 

Revere 

Tyngsborough 

Winthrop 

Chelmsford 

Somerville 

Lowell 

Cambridge 

Tewksbury 

Arlington 

Andover 

Belmont 

North  Andover 

Watertown 

Lawrence 

Brookline 

Boxford 

Lincoln 

Ipswich 

Concord 

Middleton 

Acton 

Topsfteld 

Boxborough 

Hamilton 

Stow 

Essex 

Maynard 

Gloucester 

Boston 

Rockport 

Dedham 

Wenham 

Milton 

Beverly 

Quincy 

Manchester 

Randolph 

Danvers 

Braintree 

Peabody 

Holbrook 

Salem 

Weymouth 

Marblehead 

Hingham 

Swampscott 

Cohassett 

Lynn 

Hull 

Nahant 

Westwood 

Saugus 

Dover 

Lynn  field 

.  Medfield 

North  Reading 

Millls 

Reading 

Wrentham 

Wilmington 

Norfolk 

Billerica 

Foxborough 

Carlisle 

Plainvfile 

Bedford 

North  Attleborough 

Area  TV — Continued 


Norton 

Dighton 

Taunton 

Rehoboth 

Raynham 

Seekonk 

Mansfield 

Freetown 

Attleboro 

Norwell 

Berkley 

Scituate 

Area  V 

Norwood 

Falmouth 

Walpole 

Mashpee 

Canton 

Barnstable 

Sharon 

Yarmouth 

Stoughton 

Dennis 

Avon 

Harwick 

Easton 

Brewster 

Brockton 

Chatham 

Abington 

Orleans 

Rockland 

Wellfleet 

Hanover 

Truro 

Whitman 

Provincetown 

Hanson 

Gosnold 

Pembroke 

Gay  Head 

Marshfield 

Chilmark 

Duxbury 

West  Tisbury 

Kingston 

Edgar  town 

Halifax 

Oak  Bluffs 

East  Bridgewater 

Tisbury 

West  Bridgewater 

Mattapoisett 

Bridgewater 

Acushnet 

Middleborough 

Fairhaven 

Lakeville 

New  Bedford 

Plympton 

Dartmouth 

Carver 

Westport 

War  eh  am 

Fall  River 

Rochester 

Somerset 

Marion 

Swansea 

Plymouth 

Eastham 

Bourne 

Sandwich 

Nantucket 

§  101.26  Michigan. 

Ten  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Michigan,  composed  of  the  following 

counties: 

Area  I 

Keweenaw 

Luce 

Gogebic 

Chippewa 

Ontonagon 

Iron 

Houghton 

Dickinson 

Baraga 

Menominee 

Marquette 

Delta 

Alger 

Schoolcraft 

Mackinac 

Area  II 

Emmet 

Gladwin 

Cheboygan 

Kalkaska 

Presque  Isle 

Crawford 

Charlevoix 

Oscoda 

Antrim 

Alcona 

Otsego 

Wexford 

Montmorency 

Missaukee 

Alpena 

Roscommon 

Leelanau 

Ogemaw 

Benzie 

Manistee 

Grand  Traverse 

Area  III 

Mason 

Muskegon 

Lake 

Montcalm 

Osceola 

Ottawa 

Oceana 

Kent 

Newaygo 

Ionia 

Mecosta 

Barry 

Area  IV 

Clare 

Saginaw 

Arenac 

Huron 

Isabella 

Tuscola 

Midland 

Sanilac 

Bay 

St.  Clair 

Iosco 

Area  V 

Shiawassee 

Genesee 

Lapeer 

Area  VI 


Clinton 

Eaton 

Ingham 

Livingston 

Gratiot 

Area  VII 

Washtenaw 

Lenawee 

Monroe 

Jackson 

Hillsdale 

Area  VIII 

Wayne 

Area  IX 

Oakland 

Macomb 

Area  X 

Allegan 

Van  Buren 
Kalamazoo 
Calhoun 

Berrien 

Cass 

St.  Joseph 
Branch 

§  101.27 

Minnesota. 

Three  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Minnesota,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Area  I 


Kittson 

Todd 

Roseau 

Morrison 

Lake  of  the  Woods 

Mllle  Lacs 

Koochiching 

Kanabec 

St.  Louis 

Pine 

Lake 

Pope 

Cook 

Stearns 

Marshall 

Benton 

Beltrami 

Sherburne 

Itasca 

Isanti 

Polk 

Chisago 

Pennington 

Wright 

Red  Lake 

Clay 

Norman 

Becker 

Mahnomen 

Wilkin 

Clearwater 

Otter  Tail 

Hubbard 

Traverse 

Cass 

Grant 

Wadena 

Douglas 

Crow  Wing 

Big  Stone 

Aitkin 

Stevens 

Carlton 

Area 

II 

Anoka 

Carver 

Hennepin 

Scott 

Ramsey 

Dakota 

Washington 

Area 

III 

Swift 

Murray 

Lac  Qui  Parle 

Cottonwood 

Chippewa 

Watowan 

Kandiyohi 

Blue  Earth 

Meeker 

Waseca 

Yellow  Medicine 

Steele 

Renville 

Dodge 

McLeod 

Olmsted 

Lincoln 

Winona 

Lyon 

Rock 

Redwood 

Nobles 

Brown 

Jackson 

Sibley 

Martin 

Nicollet 

Faribault 

Le  Sueur 

Freeborn 

Rice 

Mower 

Goodhue 

Fillmore 

Wabasha 

Houston 

Pipestone 

§  101.28  Mississippi. 

The  State  of  Mississippi  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.29  Missouri. 

Five  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
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Missouri,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Area  I 


Atchison 

Platte 

Nodaway 

Clay 

Worth 

Ray 

Harrison 

Carroll 

Mercer 

Jackson 

Holt* 

Lafayette 

Andrew 

Saline 

Gentry 

Cass 

De  Kalb 

Johnson 

Daviess 

Pettis 

Grundy 

Bates 

Buchanan 

Henry 

Clinton 

Benton 

Caldwell 

Vernon 

Livingston 

St.  Clair 

Area 

II 

Putnam 

Boone 

Schuyler 

Audrain 

Scotland 

Callaway 

Clark 

Montgomery 

Sullivan 

Cooper 

Adair 

Morgan 

Knox 

Moniteau 

Lewis 

Cole 

Linn 

Osage 

Macon 

Gasconade 

Shelby 

Miller 

Marion 

Maries 

Chariton 

Camden 

Randolph 

Pulaski 

Monroe 

Phelps 

Ralls 

Crawford 

Pike 

Dent 

Howard 

Area 

III 

Lincoln 

Franklin 

Warren 

St.  Louis 

St.  Charles 

St.  Louis  City 

Area 

IV 

Barton 

Texas 

Cedar 

Shannon 

Hickory 

Newton 

Dallas 

Christian 

Laclede 

Douglas 

Dade 

HoweU 

Polk 

Oregon 

Jasper 

Me  Donald 

Lawrence 

Barry 

Greene 

Stone 

Webster 

Taney 

Wright 

Ozark 

Area 

V 

Jefferson 

Cape  Girardeau 

Washington 

Carter 

St.  Francois 

Ripley 

Ste.  Genevieve 

Butler 

Iron 

Stoddard 

Madison 

Scott 

Perry 

Mississippi 

Reynolds 

New  Madrid 

Wayne 

Dunklin 

Bollinger 

Pemiscot 

§  101.30  Montana. 

The  State  of  Montana  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.31  Nebraska. 

The  State  of  Nebraska  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  area. 

§  101.32  Nevada. 

The  State  of  Nevada  is  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 


§  101.33  New  Hampshire. 


Area  VIII 


The  State 

of  New  Hampshire  is 

Greene 

Ulster 

designated  as  a  single  Professional 

Columbia 

Dutchess 

Standards  Review  Organization  area. 

Sullivan 

Orange 

§  101.34  New  Jersey  . 

Area 

IX 

Eight  Professional  Standards  Review 

Putnam 

Westchester 

Organization 

areas  are  designated  in 

Area 

X 

New  Jersey, 

composed  of  the  following 

Rockland 

counties: 

Area  I 

Area 

XI 

Sussex 

Morris 

New  York 

Warren 

Except  Chilton 

Area 

XII 

Hospital 

Area  II 

Richmond 

Passaic 

Chilton  Hospital 

Area 

XIII 

Area  III 

Kings 

Bergen 

Essex 

Area  IV 

Area 

XIV 

Area  V 

Queens 

Hudson 

Area  VI 

Area 

XV 

Union 

Area  VII 

Nassau 

Area 

XVI 

Hunterdon 

Middlesex 

Bronx 

Somerset 

Monmouth 

Area 

XVII 

Mercer 

Ocean 

Area  VIII 

Suffolk 

Burlington 

Camden 

Gloucester 

Atlantic 


Salem 

Cumberland 
Cape  May 


§101.35  New  Mexico. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  area. 


§  101.36  New  York. 


Seventeen  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 


view  Organization  areas  are  designated 
in  New  York,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 


Niagara 

Orleans 

Erie 

Genesee 


Monroe 

Wayne 

Livingston 

Ontario 


Area  I 

Wyoming 

Chautauqua 

Cattaraugus 

Allegany 

Area  II 

Seneca 

Yates 

Steuben 

Area  III 


St.  Lawrence 

Jefferson 

Oswego 

Cayuga 

Onondaga 

Tompkins 


Cortland 

Tioga 

Broome 

Chemung 

Schuyler 


§  101.37  North  Carolina. 

Eight  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
North  Carolina,  composed  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  counties: 


Watauga 

Avery 

Caldwell 

Alexander 

Mitchell 

Yancey 

McDowell 

Burke 

Haywood 

Buncombe 

Rutherford 


Surry 

Stokes 

Yadkin 

Forsyth 

Iredell 

Davie 


Rockingham 

Caswell 

Guilford 


Person 

Orange 


Area  I 

Swain 

Transylvania 

Jackson 

Henderson 

Polk 

Graham 

Macon 

Cherokee 

Clay 

Madison 

Area  n 

Rowan 

Davidson 

Ashe 

Alleghany 
Wilkes 
Alexander 
Area  III 

Alamance 

Randolph 

Area  IV 

Durham 

Chatham 

Area  V 


Area  IV 

Oneida  Lewis 

Herkimer  Chenango 

Madison 


Granville 

Vance 

Warren 

Franklin 


Wake 

Lee 

Harnett 

Johnson 


Area  V 


Franklin 

Fulton 

Clinton 

Warren 

Hamilton 

Saratoga 

Essex 

Washington 

Area  VI 

Schenectady 

Schoharie 

Montgomery 

Area  VII 

Otsego ' 

Rensselaer 

Albany 

Delaware 

Area  VI 


Halifax 

Washington 

Northampton 

Tyrrell 

Hertford 

Dare 

Gates 

Wilson 

Chowan 

Greene 

Perquimans 

Pitt 

Pasquotank 

Beaufort 

Camden 

Hyde 

Currituck 

Lenoir 

Nash 

Craven 

Edgecomb 

Pamlico 

Bertie 

Jones 

Martin 

Carteret 
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Area  VII 

Akka  XI 

Catawba 

Stanly 

Erie 

Richland 

Cambria 

Lincoln 

Montgomery 

Lorain 

Ashland 

Blair 

Cleveland 

Moore 

Huron 

Wayne 

Huntingdon 

Gaston 

Union 

Medina 

Holmes 

Mecklenburg 

Cabarrus 

Anson 

Richmond 

Area  VIII 

Cuyahoga 

Area  XII 

Schuylkill 

Perry 

Dauphin 

Oklahoma. 

Wayne 

Robeson 

§  101.40 

Lebanon 

Hoke 

Cumberland 

Sampson 

Bladen 

Pender 

Columbus 

The  State  of  Oklahoma  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 

Berks 

Cumberland 

Dxiplin 

Brunswick 

view  Organization  area. 

Onslow 

Scotland 

New  Hanover 

§  101.41 

Oregon. 

Chester 

§  101.38  INorth  Dakota. 

Two  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 

Montgomery 

Area  VIII 


Somerset 

Bedford 

Area  IX 

Lancaster 

Fuiton 

Adams 

Franklin 

York 

Area  X 

.  Delaware 

Area  XI 

Bucks 


The  State  of  North  Dakota  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  single  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  area 


Oregon,  composed  of  the  following 
counties: 

Area  I 


Area  XII 

Philadelphia 
§101.43  Puerto  Rico. 


§  101.39  Ohio. 

Twelve  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  areas  are  designated 
in  Ohio,  composed  of  the  following 
counties : 

Area  I 


Butler 

Clermont 

Warren 

Brown 

Clinton 

Highland 

Hamilton 

Adams 

Area  II 

Darke 

Clark 

Shelby 

Preble 

Champaign 

Montgomery 

Miami 

Greene 

Area  III 

Van  Wert 

Hardin 

Allen 

Logan 

Hancock 

Wyandot 

Seneca 

Crawford 

Mercer 

Marion 

Auglaize 

Area  IV 


Multnomah 

Area  II 

Clatsop 

Linn 

Columbia 

Jefferson 

Tillamook 

Wheeler 

Washington 

Grant 

Yamhill 

Baker 

Clackamas 

Lane 

Hood  River 

Deschutes 

Wasco 

Crook 

Sherman 

Coos 

Gilliam 

Douglas 

Morrow 

Curry 

Umatilla 

Josephine 

Union 

Jackson 

Wallowa 

Klamath 

Lincoln 

Lake 

Polk 

Harney 

Benton 

Marion 

Malheur 

§  101.42 

Pennsylvania. 

Twelve  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Pennsylvania,  composed  of  the  following 
counties: 


Puerto  Rico  is  designated  as  a  single 
Professional  Standards  Review  Organi¬ 
zation  area. 

§  101.44  Rhode  Island. 

The  State  of  Rhode  Island  is  desig¬ 
nated  a  single  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  area. 

§  101.43  South  Carolina. 

The  State  of  South  Carolina  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  single  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  area. 

§  101.46  South  Dakota. 

The  State  of  South  Dakota  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  single  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  area. 

§  101.47  Tennessee. 

Two  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Tennessee,  composed  of  the  following 
counties: 


Williams 

Henry 

Fulton 

Wood 

Lucas 

Sandusky 

Ottawa 

Paulding 

Defiance 

Putnam 

Area 

V 

Lake 

Ashtabula 

Geauga 

Area 

VI 

Summit 

Stark 

Portage 

Mahoning 

Trumbull 

Columbiana 

Area 

VII 

Coshocton 

Harrison 

T  uscarawas 

Belmont 

Carroll 

Monroe 

Jefferson 

Area  VIII 

Licking 

Morgan 

Muskingum 

Noble 

Guernsey 

Athens 

Fairfield 

Washington 

Perry 

Area 

IX 

Hocking 

Jackson 

Vinton 

Gallia 

Meigs 

Scioto 

Pike 

Lawrence 

Area 

X 

Morrow 

Franklin 

Knox 

Fayette 

Union 

Pickaway 

Delaware 

Ross 

Madison 

Area  I 


Erie 

Crawford 

Warren 

Forest 

McKean 

Elk 

Potter 

Cameron 

Area  H 

Tioga 

Northumberland 

Bradford 

Montour 

Clinton 

Columbia 

Lycoming 

Snyder 

Sullivan 

Mifflin 

Centre 

Juniata 

Union 

Area  III 

Susquehanna 

Lackawanna 

Wyoming 

Luzerne 

Area  IV 

Wayne 

Carbon 

Pike 

Northampton 

Monroe 

Lehigh 

Area  V 

Mercer 

Lawrence 

Venango 

Butler 

Clarion 

Armstrong 

Jefferson 

Indiana 

Clearfield 

Area  VI 

Alleghany 

Area  VII 

Beaver 

Greene 

Washington 

Westmoreland 

Fayette 

Area  I 


Haywood 

Hardeman 

Madison 

Chester 

Henderson 

McNairy 

Decatur 

Hardin 

Shelby 

Lauderdale 

Fayette  . 

Tipton 

Area  II 

Stewart 

Rutherford 

Montgomery 

Cannon 

Robertson 

Scot 

Sumner 

Campbell 

Lake 

Claiborne 

Obion 

Hancock 

Weakley 

Hawkins 

Henry 

Sullivan 

Dyer 

Johnson 

Gibson 

Morgan 

Carroll 

Anderson 

Benton 

Union 

Crockett 

Grainger 

Trousdale 

Sevier 

Macon 

Hamblen 

Clay 

Jefferson 

Pickett 

Cocke 

Houston 

Greene 

Dickson 

Washington 

Cheatham 

De  Kalb 

Davidson 

White 

Wilson 

Putnam 

Smith 

Cumberland 

Jackson 

Perry 

Overton 

Lewis 

Fentress 

Maury 

Humphreya 

Marshall 

Hickman 

Bedford 

Williamson 

Coffee 
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Area  II — Continued 


Area  IV — Continued 


Warren 

Blount 

Shelby 

Jasper 

Van  Buren 

Bledsoe 

Sabin*  . 

Newton 

Wayne 

Rhea 

Trinity 

San  Augustine 

Lawrence 

Meigs 

San  Jacinto 

Hardin 

Giles 

McMinn 

Polk 

Orange 

Lincoln 

Monroe 

Tyler 

Jefferson 

Moore 

Grundy 

Area  V 

Franklin 

Sequatchie 

Unicoi 

Marlon 

Andrew 

Irion 

Carter 

Hamilton 

Martin 

Tom  Green 

Roane 

Bradley 

Howard 

Concho 

Loudon 

Polk 

El  Paso 

McCulloch 

Knox 

Hudspeth 

Jeff  Davis 

§  101.48  Texas. 

Culberson 

Reeves 

Pecos 

Crockett 

Nine  Professional 

Standards  Review 

Loving 

Schleicher 

Organization  areas 

are  designated  in 

Winkler 

Menard 

Texas,  composed 
counties: 

of  the  following 

Ector 

Midland 

Glasscock 

Mason 

Sutton 

Kimble 

Area  I 

Sterling 

Presido 

Dallam 

Sherman 

Hansford 

Ochiltree 

Lipscomb 

Hartley 

Moore 

Hutchinson 

Roberts 

Hemphill 

Oldham 

Potter 

Carson 

Gray 

Wheeler 

Deaf  Smith 

Randall 

Armstrong 

Donley 

Collingsworth 

Parmer 

Castro 

Swisher 

Briscoe 

Hall 

Childress 

Hardeman 

Bailey 

Lamb 

Hale 

Floyd 

Motley 

Cottle 

Foard 

Wilbarger 

Wichita 


Wise 

Palo  Pinto 

Parker 

Tarrant 


Cochran 

Hockley 

Lubbock 

Cro6by 

Dickens 

King 

Knox 

Baylor 

Archer 

Clay 

Montaqus 

Yoakum 

Terry 

Lynn 

Garza 

Kent 

Stonewall 

Haskell 

Throckmorton 

Young 

Jack 

Scurry 

Fisher 

Jones 

Shackelford 

Stephens 

Mitchell 

Nolan 

Taylor 

Callahan 

Eastland 

Coleman 

Brown 

Comanche 

Runnels 


Coke 

Ward 

Crane 

Upton 

Reagan 


Brewster 

Terrell 

Gaines 

Dawson 

Borden 


Area  VI 


Area  n 


Erath 

Hood 

Johnson 

Somervell 


Area  III 


Grayson 

Fannin 

Collin 

Hunt 

Dallas 

Rockwall 


Ellis 

Kaufman 

Navarro 

Cooke 

Denton 


Area  IV 


Lamar 

Marion 

Red  River 

Van  Zandt 

Bowie 

Smith 

Delta 

Gregg 

Hopkins 

Harrison 

Franklin 

Henderson 

Titus 

Anderson 

Camp 

Cherokee 

Morris 

Rusk 

Casa 

Panola 

Rains 

Houston 

Wood 

Angelina 

Upshur 

Nacogdoches 

§  101.50  Vermont. 

The  State  of  Vermont  Is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  area. 

§  101.51  Virgin  Islands. 

The  Virgina  Islands  are  designated  as 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 

§  101.52  Virginia. 

Five  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Virginia,  composed  of  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  and  independent  cities: 

Area  I 


Frederick 

Clarke 

Warren 

Sheneandoah 

Page 

Rappahannock 

Fauquier 

Rockingham 

Greene 


King  George 

Highland 

Augusta 

Albemarle 

Orange 

Louisa 

Spotsylvania 

Caroline 

Bath 


Mills 

Bell 

.  Madison 

Rockbridge 

Hamilton 

Williamson 

Culpeper 

Nelson 

Bosque 

Milam 

Stafford 

Fluvanna 

Hill 

Brazos 

independent  cities 

Limestone 

San  Saba 

Freestone 

Grimes 

Winchester 

Waynesboro 

Lampasas 

Blanco 

Harrisonburg 

Charlottesville 

CoryeU 

Travis 

Fredericksburg 

Buena  Vista 

McLennan 

Bastrop 

Staunton 

Falls 

Lee 

Area  U 

Roberts  ton 

Burleson 

Leon 

Washington 

counties 

Madison 

Hays 

Loudoun 

Fairfax 

Llano 

Burnet 

Caldwell 

Fayette 

Prince  William 

Arlington 

INDEPENDENT  CITIES 

Area  VII 

Alexandria 

Falls  Church 

Walker 

Montgomery 

Harris 

Liberty 

Chambers 

Fairfax 

Area  m 

Area  VHI 

COUNTIES 

Alleghany 

Patrick 

Austin 

Galveston 

Craig 

Henry 

Wharton 

Matagorda 

Botetourt 

Bland 

Fort  Bend 

Waller 

Bedford 

Wythe 

Brazoria 

Colorado 

Amherst 

Grayson 

Area  IX 

Appomattox 

Tazewell 

Campbell 

Smyth 

Val  Verde 

La  SaUe 

Roanoke 

Buchanan 

Edwards 

McMullen 

Giles 

Russell 

Real 

Live  Oak 

Montgomery 

Washington 

Kerr 

Bee 

Floyd 

Dickenson 

Bandera 

Goliad 

Franklin 

Wise 

Gillespie 

Refugio 

Pittsylvania 

Scott 

Kendall 

Calhoun 

Pulaski 

Lee 

Comal 

San  Patricio 

Carroll 

Kinney 

Medina 

Aransas 

Webb 

INDEPENDENT  cities 

Bexar 

Duval 

Clifton  Forge 

Norton 

Guadalupe 

Jim  Wells 

Covington 

Bristol 

Gonzales 

Nueces 

Lynchburg 

Galax 

Lavaca 

Kleberg 

Roanoke 

Martinsville 

Wilson 

Zapata 

Radford 

Danville 

Maverick 

Jim  Hogg 

Area  IV 

Zavala 

Brooks 

Frio  Kenedy 

Atascosa  Starr 

Karnes  Hidalgo 

De  Witt  Willacy 

Victoria  Cameron 

Jackson  Uvalde 

Dimmit 

§  101.49  Utah. 

The  State  of  Utah  is  designated  as  a 
single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 


Buckingham 

Cumberland 

Goochland 

Powhatan 

Hanover 

Henrico 

New  Kent 

Charles  City 

Prince  Edward 

Amelia 

Chesterfield 


Prince  George 

Surry 

Nottoway 

Dinwiddle 

Sussex 

Charlotte 

Lunenburg 

Brunswick 

Greensville 

Halifax 

Mecklenburg 
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§  101.54  West  Virginia. 


Area  I — Continued 


Richmond  Petersburg 

Coionial  Heights  South  Boston 

Hopewell 

Area  V 


COUNTIES 


Westmoreland 

Northumberland 

Accomack 

Richmond 

Lancaster 

Northampton 

Essex 

Middlesex 


Mathews 
King  and  Queen 
Gloucester 
King  William 
James  City 
York 

Southampton 
Isle  of  Wight 


INDEPENDENT  CITIES 


Williamsburg 
Newport  News 
Hampton 
Franklin 
Suffolk 


Nansemond 
Portsmouth 
Norfolk 
Chesapeake 
Virginia  Beach 


§  101.53  Washington. 

The  State  of  Washington  is  designated 
a  single  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  area. 


The  State  of  West  Virginia  is  desig¬ 
nated  as  a  single  Professional  Standards 
Review  Organization  area. 

§  101.55  Wisconsin. 

Two  Professional  Standards  Review 
Organization  areas  are  designated  in 
Wisconsin,  composed  of  the  following 
counties: 

Area  I 

Douglas 
Bayfield 
Ashland 
Iron 
Vilas 
Burnett 
Washburn 
Sawyer 
Price 
Oneida 
Forest 
Florence 
Polk 

Barron  - 
Rusk 
Taylor 


Lincoln 
Langlade 
St.  Croix 
,  Marinette 
Oconto 
Door 
Shawano 
Menominee 
Waupaca 
Outagamie 
Brown 
Kewaunee 
Richland 
Sauk 
Columbia 
✓  Dodge 


Grant 

Adams 

Iowa 

Vernon 

Dunn 

Crawford 

Chippewa 

Waushara 

Clark 

Winnebago 

Marathon 

Calumet 

Pierce 

-  Manitowoc 

Pepin 

Marquette 

Eau  Clair 

Green  Lake 

Buffalo 

Fond  Du  Lac 

Trempealeau 

Sheboygan 

Jackson 

Dane 

Wood 

Jefferson 

Portage 

Lafayette 

La  Crosse 

Green 

Monroe 

Rock 

Juneau 

Area  II 

Washington 

Walworth 

Ozaukee 

Racine 

Waukesha 

Kenosha 

Milwaukee 

§  101.56  Wyoming. 

The  State  of  Wyoming  is  designated 
as  a  single  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Organization  area. 

[FR  Doc.74-5867  Filed  3-15-74;8:45  am] 
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